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Abstract

A copy of a graph F is called an F-copy. For any graph G, the F-isolation
number of G, denoted by (G, F'), is the size of a smallest subset D of the vertex
set of G such that the closed neighbourhood N[D] of D in G intersects the vertex
sets of the F-copies contained by G (equivalently, G — N[D] contains no F-copy).
Thus, ¢(G, K1) is the domination number v(G) of G, and «(G, K3) is the vertex-
edge domination number of G. We prove that if F' is a k-edge graph, v(F) = 1
(that is, I has a vertex that is adjacent to all the other vertices of F), and G is
a connected m-edge graph, then (G, F) < L%J unless G is an F-copy or F' is
a 3-path and G is a 6-cycle. This was recently posed as a conjecture by Zhang
and Wu, who settled the case where F' is a star. The result for the case where
F is a clique had been obtained by Fenech, Kaemawichanurat and the present
author. The bound is attainable for any m > 0 unless 1 < m = k < 2. New ideas,
including divisibility considerations, are introduced in the proof of the conjecture.

1 Introduction

Unless stated otherwise, we use capital letters such as X to denote sets or graphs, and
small letters such as x to denote non-negative integers or elements of a set. The set
of positive integers is denoted by N. For n > 1, [n] denotes the set {1,...,n} (that
is, {i € N: i < n}). We take [0] to be the empty set (). Arbitrary sets are taken to
be finite. For a non-empty set X, the set of 2-element subsets of X is denoted by ()2{)

(that is, ()2() = {{z,y}: x,y € X,z # y}). For standard terminology in graph theory,
we refer the reader to [29]. Most of the terminology used here is defined in [1].

Every graph G is taken to be simple, that is, its vertex set V(G) and edge set E(G)
satisfy F(G) C (V(ZG)). We may represent an edge {v,w} by vw. We call G an n-
vertez graph if |V (G)| = n. We call G an m-edge graph if |E(G)| = m. For v € V(G),
N¢(v) denotes the set of neighbours of v in G, Ng[v] denotes the closed neighbourhood
Ng(v) U {v} of v, and dg(v) denotes the degree |Ng(v)| of v. For X C V(G), Ng[X]
denotes the closed neighbourhood | J,.y Ne[v] of X, G[X] denotes the subgraph of G

induced by X, and G — X denotes the graph obtained by deleting the vertices in X from
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G. Thus, GIX] = (X,E(G) N (3)) and G — X = G[V(G)\X]. Where no confusion
arises, the subscript G may be omitted; for example, Ng(v) may be abbreviated to
N(v). With a slight abuse of notation, for Y C FE(G), G — Y denotes the graph
obtained by removing the edges in Y from G, that is, G =Y = (V(G), E(G)\Y). For
r € V(G) U E(G), we may abbreviate G — {z} to G — x.

A component of G is a maximal connected subgraph of GG. Clearly, the components
of G are pairwise vertex-disjoint, and their union is G.

Consider two graphs G and H. If G is a copy of H, then we write G ~ H and we
say that G is an H-copy. If H is a subgraph of G, then we say that G contains H.

For n > 1, the graphs ([n], (%)), ([n], {{1,i}: i € [n]\{1}}) and ([n], {{i,i+1}:7 €
[n — 1]}) are denoted by K,,, K;,-1 and P,, respectively. For n > 3, C,, denotes the
graph ([n],{{1,2},{2,3},...,{n—1,n},{n,1}}). A K,-copy is called an n-clique or a
complete graph, a K, ,-copy is called a star, a P,-copy is called an n-path or simply a
path, and a C),-copy is called an n-cycle or simply a cycle.

If D C V(G) = N[D], then D is called a dominating set of G. The size of a smallest
dominating set of G is called the domination number of G and is denoted by v(G). If
F is a set of graphs and F' is a copy of a graph in F, then we call F' an F-graph. If
D C V(@) such that G — N|[D] contains no F-graphs, then D is called an F-isolating
set of G. Note that D is an F-isolating set of G if and only if N[D] intersects the
vertex sets of the F-graphs contained by G. Let «(G, F) denote the size of a smallest
F-isolating set of G. If F = {F'}, then we may replace F in these defined terms and
notation by F'. Clearly, D is a K;-isolating set of (G if and only if D is a dominating
set of G. Thus, v(G) = (G, K3).

The study of isolating sets was introduced by Caro and Hansberg [14]. It is a natural
generalization of the study of dominating sets [12,13,[17-20]. One of the earliest results
in this field is the bound n/2 of Ore |26] on the domination number of any connected
n-vertex graph G % K; (see [17]). While deleting the closed neighbourhood of a
dominating set yields the graph with no vertices, deleting the closed neighbourhood of
a Ko-isolating set yields a graph with no edges. In the literature, a Ks-isolating set
is also called a vertez-edge dominating set. Consider any connected n-vertex graph G.
Caro and Hansberg [14] proved that «(G, K3) < n/3 unless G ~ Ky or G ~ C5. This
was independently proved by Zyliriski [31] and solved a problem in [8] (see also |9, 22]).
Let C be the set of cycles. Solving one of the problems posed by Caro and Hansberg
[14], the present author |1| proved that

1(G,C) < (1)
unless G ~ K3, and that the bound is sharp. A special case of this result is that
((G,K3) < % unless G ~ Kj. Solving another problem posed in [14], Fenech, Kae-
mawichanurat and the present author |4] proved that

=3

n

G Kp) < —— 2
(G K < )
unless G ~ K or k = 2 and G ~ (5, and that the bound is sharp. The result of
Ore and the result of Caro and Hansberg and of Zylinski are the cases k& = 1 and
k = 2, respectively. In [14], it was also shown that «(G, K1) < 725, For k > 1, let
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For = {Kix}, let Fi be the set of regular graphs of degree at least k — 1, let Fo, be
the set of graphs whose chromatic number is at least k, and let F3;, = Fo r UF1 U Fog
(see [2,13]). In [2], the present author proved that for each i € {0, 1,2, 3},

n
(G Fir) < 1 (3)

unless G ~ Kj or k = 2 and G ~ C5, and that if i € {1,2,3}, then the bound is
sharp. This generalizes all the results above as C C Fi 3 and Kj € Fi N Fap. It is
worth mentioning that domination and isolation have been particularly investigated
for maximal outerplanar graphs [6, [7, 10, [11, [14-16, 21, [23-25, 27, 28|, mostly due to
connections with Chvatal’s Art Gallery Theorem [11].

Consider any connected m-edge graph G. Fenech, Kaemawichanurat and the
present author [5] also proved that, analogously to (2)),

m—+1

(4)

unless G ~ K. Let Fi; and Fy ), be as above, and let 3, now be F; ,UFs ;. Recently,
the present author [3] proved that, analogously to (B]), for each i € {1,2,3},

m—+ 1
(5) +2

unless G ~ K}, and that the bound is sharp. This generalizes () and immediately
yields «(G,C) < mT“ if G % K3. In this paper, we prove a conjecture of Zhang and Wu
[30] that generalizes () in another direction. Before presenting the result, we construct
a graph that attains the conjectured bound. The following is a generalization of |5,
Construction 1.2] and a slight variation of the construction of B, r in [1].

[/<G7 -E,k) S

()

Construction 1 Consider any m,k € {0} UN and any connected k-edge graph F,
where F ~ K; if k = 0 (that is, V(F) # (). By the division algorithm, there exist
¢,r € {0} UN such that m+1=¢q(k+2)+7rand 0 <r < k+ 1. Let Q1 be a set
of size q. If ¢ > 1, then let vy,...,v, be the elements of Q,, x, let Fi,..., Iy be copies
of F such that the g + 1 sets V(F1),..., V(F,) and Q,,x are pairwise disjoint, and for
each i € [q], let w; € V(F;), and let G; be the graph with V(G;) = {v;} U V(F;) and
E(G;) = {v;w;} UE(F;). If either ¢ = 0, T is the null graph (0, ), and G is a connected
m-edge graph 1", or ¢ > 1, T' is a tree with vertex set Q. (so |[E(T)| =q—1), T"
is a connected r-edge graph with V(7") N U, V(G;) = {v,}, and G is a graph with
V(G) =V(T"UUL,V(G;) and E(G) = E(T)UE(T") U}, E(G;), then we say that
G is an (m, F)-special graph with quotient graph T and remainder graph T', and for
each i € [q], we call G; an F-constituent of G, and we call v; the F-connection of G; in
G. We say that an (m, F')-special graph is pure if its remainder graph has no edges (|5,
Figure 1] is an illustration of a pure (71, K5)-special graph). Clearly, an (m, F')-special
graph is a connected m-edge graph.

If F and G are graphs such that either G ~ F or F ~ K;5 (~ P3) and G ~ Cs,
then we say that (G, F') is special. In the next section, we prove the following result.
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Theorem 1 If F' is a k-edge graph with v(F) = 1, G is a connected m-edge graph,
and (G, F) is not special, then
m—+1
< |—.
UG, F) < { k+2 J
Moreover, equality holds if G is an (m, F')-special graph.

This proves Conjecture 4.4 of the recent paper [30], in which Zhang and Wu treated
the case where F'is a star. Note that v(F) = 1 means that F' has a vertex v that is
adjacent to all the other vertices of F', that is, V(F') = N[v]. Also note that the bound
in Theorem [l is attained for any m > 0 unless 1 < m = k < 2. This follows by the
second part of the theorem because clearly it is only when 1 < m = k£ < 2 that every
(m, F')-special graph G is such that (G, F') is special. Note that the bound is attained
if m=0and G = (0,0).

New ideas, including divisibility considerations, are introduced in the proof of The-
orem [I] out of necessity. They are mostly concentrated in the argument for Case 1.2 of
the proof.

2 Proof of Theorem [l

We start the proof of Theorem [ with two lemmas from [1].

Lemma 1 ([1]) If G is a graph, F is a set of graphs, X C V(G), and Y C N[X],
then (G, F) < |X|+ (G =Y, F).

Proof. Let D be an F-isolating set of G—Y of size «(G —Y, F). Clearly, V(F)NY # ()
for each F-graph F' that is a subgraph of G and not a subgraph of G — Y. Since
Y C N[X], X UD is an F-isolating set of G. The result follows. O

Lemma 2 ([1]) If Gi,...,G, are the distinct components of a graph G, and F is a
set of graphs, then o(G,F) =3, u(G;, F).

For a vertex v of a graph G, let Eg(v) denote the set {vw: w € Ng(v)}. For
X, Y CV(GQ), let Eg(X,Y) denote the set {zy € E(G): z € X, y € Y}.

Proof of Theorem [Il We first prove the second part of the theorem. Thus, suppose
that G is an (m, F')-special graph with exactly ¢ F-constituents as in Construction [I]
and that (G, F) is not special. Then, |E(G)| = m and q = L%J If ¢ = 0, then
m < k, and hence, since G % F, (G, F) = 0 = ¢q. Suppose ¢ > 1. Then, {vy,...,v,}
is an F-isolating set of G, so «(G, F) < q. If D is an F-isolating set of G, then, since
Gy —v1,...,Gy — v, are copies of F, D NV(G;) # 0 for each i € [g]. Therefore,
G, F) =q.

Using induction on n, we now prove that the bound in the theorem holds. Thus,
let G be a connected m-edge graph such that (G, F') is not special. Since (G, F') is an
integer, it suffices to prove that (G, F) < ’;;TJ’; If kisOor 1, then FF ~ K; or F' ~ K>,
and hence the result is given by (). Suppose k > 2. Let n = |V(G)| and ¢ = |V (F)]|.
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Since k > 2, £ > 3. Let S be the set of F-copies contained by G. If S = (), then
(G, F)=0< % Suppose S # 0. Then, «(G,F) > 1 and n > ¢. Since y(F) = 1,
for each S € S, V(S) = Nglvg] for some vg € V(S). Let U = {u € V(G): V(S) =
Ng[u] for some S € S}. Let v € U such that dg(u) < dg(v) for each u € U. For some
Fy € 8§, V(F)) = Np[v] € Nglv]. Thus, d(v) > ¢ —1 > 2. Since G is connected
and contains F, and (G, F) is not special (so G # Fy), m > |E(Fy)|+1=k+ 1. If
V(G) = Nv], then ¢(G,F) = 1 < 5. Suppose V(G) # N[v]. Let G' = G — N[u]
and n’ = |V(G")|. Then, V(G') # 0.

Let H be the set of components of G'. For any H € H and any = € N(v) such that
zy,u € E(G) for some y, gy € V(H), we say that H is linked to x and that x is linked
to H. Since G is connected, for each H € H, xyyy € E(G) for some zy € N(v) and
some yy € V(H). We have

E(Fy) € E(GIN[v]]), A{znyn: H € "} C Ec(N(v),V(G), (6)
m > |E(GIN[]])| +|Ea(N(v), V(G)|+ Y |EH)| = k+ Y |EH)U{zgyn}]. (7)
HeH HeH
Let H' = {H € H: (H, F) is special}. By the induction hypothesis, «(H, F) < £ (TH
for each H € H\H'.
Case 1: H' = (. By Lemma[Il (with X = {v} and Y = N[v]) and Lemma 2]
UG, F)<1+uG F)=1+ Y «(H,F) (8)
HeH
k:+2 |E(H)|[+1
S ka2 +2 Z kE+2

Thus, if m >k + 143 5 (|E(H)| 4 1), then (G, F) <
Pen([E(H)[+1). Then, by @), m =k + 3 ey (| E(H)

E(G) = E(F)u | J (B(H)U{znyn}). (9)

HeH

Suppose m < k+ 1+

mT
+1) and

We have (k+ 2)(H, F) < |E(H)| + 1 for each H € H.
Case 1.1: (k+2)(I,F) < |E(I)| for some I € H. Then,

m+1>k+2+ (k+2ul,F)+ Y (k+2)uH,F)
HeH\{I}

= (k+2) <1+Z HF) (k+2)u(G, F) (by @),

HeH

so (G, F) < ’;%21
Case 1.2: (k+ 2)(H,F) = |E(H)|+ 1 for each H € H. Here we introduce the
idea of considering I — y; for some member I of H\H' (which, in this case, is H as

we are in Case 1), and the idea of considering G — ({v} U V(I)) and G — V(I). Let
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I' =1 —y;. Let J be the set of components of I’. Since [ is connected, for each
J € J, yrzy € E(G) for some z; € V(J). Let J' ={J € J: (J, F) is special}. For
each J € J\J', let D; be an F-isolating set of J of size «(J, F'). By the induction
hypothesis, |D;| < %ﬁgzw}\ for each J € J\J'.

Suppose J' = 0. Let G = G — ({v} UV(I)). Let Ly,...,Ls be the distinct
components of G”. Consider any ¢ € [s]. By (@), there exist some H; C H and
A; C E(F1)\Eg(v) (each of H; and A; is possibly empty) such that

E(L;) = AU U (E(H)U{znyn}).
HeH;

Thus,

[B(L)| = Al + Y (EMH)|+1) = A+ Y (k+2)uH,F). (10)

HeH,; HeH,;

We now introduce divisibility considerations. Since A; C E(F;)\Eg(v) and d(v) > 2,
|A;| < k—d(v) < k—2. Thus, by (I0), (L;, F) is not special (otherwise, |E(L;)| = k
or (k,|E(L;)|) = (2,6)). By the induction hypothesis,

[E(L)|+1 A +1 E—1

— § HF) <> = § H.F).

k2 i | WH ) < o t !(H, F)
HeH; HeH;

L(Liu F) S

Since «(L;, F') is an integer, we obtain «(L;, F)) < > oy «(H,F). Now, clearly,
Ui_, Hi = H\{I} (and H, ..., H are pairwise disjoint), so we have

ZL(LZ-,F)SZZL(H,F): Sl F) = Y |E(H)kuj;”HyH}|.

i=1 HEH,; HeH\{I} HeH\{I}

By (@), the components of G — {v,y;} are Lq,...,Ls and the members of J. Since
v,yr € Nz, Lemmas [ and 2 give us

(G, F) < 1+L(G—{v,y1})=1+ZS:L(L¢,F)+ZL(J,F)

i=1 JeJ
< \E<F1)L]i{x;zu}l+1+ 3 \E<H>ku {;:HyH}I Py |E<J)ku {éwzj}\
T HeH\{I} + JeJg T
cm+l
T k+2

Now suppose J' # 0. If J € J' and J ~ F, thenlet D; =0. If J € J' and J ~ Cj
(so F' ~ K ), then let 2, be the vertex of J such that V(J) = N;[{z;,2/}], and let
D; ={z,}. Let G* = G=V(I). Then, G* is connected and contains F;. Suppose G* ~
Cs. Then, E(G*) = {vwy, wiws, wows, w3wy, wyws, wsv} for some distinct wy, . .., ws €
V(G)\{v}. Let H* = ({wq,ws, wy}, {wows, wswy}). Since V(Fy) C N[v], @) gives
us that V(Fy) = N[v] = {v,wy, w5}, H* € H, and H* is linked to xg~ only, which
contradicts wywq, wyws € E(G*). Thus, G* % Cys. If H = {I}, then G* = F} and we
let D =10. If H # {I}, then G* # F; and we let D be an F-isolating set of G* of size
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1(G*, F'). By the induction hypothesis, |D| < % Clearly, DU {y;} UU,cs Ds
is an F-isolating set of GG, so

(G F) < IDI+ 1+ Y Dyl + Y Dy

JeJ’ JeI\J'
< \Ef;)\;l N I{xfyf}UUJekgib;(J)U{yfzJ})l Ly \E(J)ku+{g,zj}|
JeI\T'
cmtl
—k+2

Case 2: H' # (). For each x € N(v), let H,, = {H € H': H is linked to 2} and
H: = {H € H\H': H is linked to z only}. For each H € H\H', let Dy be an F-
isolating set of H of size «(H, F).

Suppose H ~ Cg for some H € H'. Then, F' ~ K5 and H = ({y1,...,ys},
{y1y2, - - -, YsYs, Yey1 }) for some distinct y,...,ys € V(G) with y; = yg. Let G* =
G — Nylys) and A* = {yoys, y3ya, Ya¥s, ysys}. Then, G* is connected and A* C
E(G)\E(G*). We have zy,y2,y6 € Ng+(y1), so y1 € U (as F ~ K;5), and hence
da(v) > dg(yr) > 3. Thus, since dg-(v) = dg(v), G* is neither a copy of F' nor a
6-cycle. Let D* be a smallest F-isolating set of G*. By the induction hypothesis,

|D*| < ‘E(g)z‘ﬂ = |E(G;)‘+1. By Lemma [ (with X = {y4} and Y = Nylya]),

|[E(G*)|+5  |E(GY)]+ A" +1 < m—+1
7 -

F)<1+|D*| < .
(G F) <1+1D7 < k2 =k +2

Now suppose H % Cg for each H € H'. Then, each member of H’ is a copy of F.
Case 2.1: [H.| > 2 for some v € N(v). Let X = {xy: H € H'\H.}. We have

r ¢ X C Nw),sodwv)>1+|X|. Le¢t D ={v,2} UX U (UHeH\H, DH). We have

V(G) = NwlUUyey V(H), Yo,z € Nlx] for each H € H,, and y,,, v € N[zg] for each
H € H'\H., so D is an F-isolating set of G. Since «(G, F') < |D| and

m4+1>1+dw)+ Y |[EH) U{zyentl+ Y [EH)U{zgys}]

HeH!, HEH\ M,
> 24| X[+ (k+ D[, + (k+ DH\HL+ Y (k+2)| Dyl
HeH\H'
> 2+ [X[+2(k+ 1)+ (k+ D|X|+ > (k+2)|Dy| = (k+2)|D],
HeH\H/
G, F) < %
Case 2.2:
|H.| <1 for each x € N(v). (11)

Let H e H'. Let x =xy and y = yy.

Case 2.2.1: H is linked to © only. Let X = {2} UV(H). Then, G — X has a
component G such that N[v]\{z} C V(G?), and the other components of G — X
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are the members of H:. Let D* be an F-isolating set of G} of size «(G}, F'), and let
D = {x} UD*UUey» D1 Then, D is an F-isolating set of G. Since

E(G) 2 {vz, 2y} UEH) U B(G) U | (B U {zmyi)),

TeH:

m+12>3+k+|EG)+ > (E(D)|+1) = 3+k+|EG))|+ Y (k+2)|D;]. (12)
I€H: I€H:

|E(Gy)[+1

Suppose that (G, I) is not special. By the induction hypothesis, |D*[ < =2

By ([12),
m+1>3+k+ (k+2)[D*| =14 Y (k+2)|D;| = (k+2)|D| > (k+2)uG, F),

1eM:

so (G, F) < ’I?Tgl
Now suppose that (G, F') is special. Suppose first that G} ~ F. Then, {z} U

Ujens Dr is an F-isolating set of G, and hence «(G, F) <1+ ) ;... |D;|. By (12),

m+1>3+2k+ Y (k+2)|D;| > (k+2)uG, F),

IEH?
so (G, F) < % Now suppose G% # F. Then, F ~ K5 and G} ~ Cs. Thus,
G = ({v, 21,29, w1, wo, w3}, {vI1, T3W1, WW9, Wow3, W3Te, xov}), Where {xy, 29} =

N(v)\{z} and w;,ws, w3 are the distinct elements of V(G)\(N[v] UX UJ;cq: V(I)).
Since {z, w2} U U;eqy» D1 is an F-isolating set of G, (G, F) < 2+ >4 |D;]. By

@), m+1>9+k+3 0. (k+2)|Dgl. Since k =2, (G, F) < e

Case 2.2.2: H is linked to some ' € N(v)\{z}. Then, 'y’ € E(G) for some 3/ €
V(H). Let I = G — V(H). Then, I is connected. Since H ~ F, V(H) C N[w] for
some w € V(H). Let A= Eg(N(v),V(H)). Then, zy,2'y’ € A.

Suppose that (I, F') is not special. By Lemma [ (with X = {w} and Y = V(H))
and the induction hypothesis,

|[E(H)UA|] |E(I)|+1 cmAl
k+2 E+2 — k+2°

Now suppose that (I, F') is special. Suppose I ~ Cs. Then, F' ~ K, 5. Thus, k = 2,
Fy ~ K5 and H ~ K;5. Since V(F;) C N[v], it follows that N(v) = {z,2'} and
E(I) = {vz,x21, 2129, 2023, 232, &'v} with {21, 29,23} = V(I)\N[v]. Since F ~ K,
and v, 21,y € N(x), we have v € U and d(z) > 3 > d(v), contradicting the choice of v.
Therefore, I % Cgs. Thus, I ~ F', and hence [ = Fy. We have E(G) = E(H)UE(I)UA
and V(H)NV(I) =0, so

UG, F) <1+l F)<

m=|E(H)|+ |E(I)|+ |A| = 2k + |A].

Since V(F1) C N[v] and V(H) C N[w|, we have V(G) = N[{v,w}], so (G, F) <2 =

m_ A4 Thus, if |A] > 3, then o(G, F) < et Suppose |A] < 2. Since zy, z'y’ € A,



Suppose w € {y,y'}. Then, |N(w) N {z,2'}| > 1. Since V(H) C N|w], we have
[V(G—=Nuw)| <|V()|—1=¢—-1,80 (G, F)=1< %
Now suppose w ¢ {y,y'}. We may assume that

du(y) < du(y’). (13)

Let J = G — N[z']. Let Jg = J[V(J)NV(H)] and J; = J[V(J) NV (I)]. We have
y e V(H\V(Ju), v,2" € V(I)\V(Jr) and

E(J) QE(JH)UE(JI)U{xy} (14)

Suppose that J contains an F-copy F,. Then, V(Fy) C Njyfu] for some u € V(Fy).
Since |V (Jg)| <€ —1and |V (J;)| < ¢ — 2, it follows by ([4) that u = y and V(Fy) =
{z}UV(H —y'). By (4), Np,(x) = {u}. Thus, since H ~ F ~ Fy, dy(z) = 1 for some
z € V(H). Since dg(w) =¢—12> 2, z # w. Since V(H) C N[w|, Ng(z) = {w}. Since
{ePUV(H—y) = V(Fy) C Nyfu] = Nyly] € {z}UNg[y], we have V(H —y/) C Nuly),
so z € {y,y'} (otherwise, we obtain w,y € Ng(z), a contradiction). If z = y, then
Np(y) = {w}. If z = ¢/, then dy(y) < 1 by ([[3), so again Ny(y) = {w}. Thus,
V(H) = {w,y,y'}. Since | ~ F ~ H, V(I) = {v,x,2'}. Since x € V(J), we have
zax' ¢ E(G), so E(I) = {vz,va’}. Thus, F ~ K;,. Since H ~ F, E(H) = {wy, wy'}.
Thus, we have E(G) = {vzx, zy, yw,wy',y's’, 2’v}, meaning that G ~ Cg, which is a
contradiction as (G, F') is not special. O
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